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All persons are by nature free and independent , and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which 
are those of enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and of 
pursuing and obtaining safety and happiness. - Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 



'You are not to reference 
the Constitution..." 

By Vin Suprynowicz 

Protesting a Denver 
ordinance against bearing arms, 
business owner and Libertarian U.S. 
Senate candidate Rick Stanley late 
last year strapped on a hip holster 
bearing a .380 Beretta (fellow 
protester Duncan Philp chose a 
shoulder rig) during a Dec. 15 rally 
celebrating the 210th anniversary of 
the Bill of Rights. 

He'd advertised what he was 
going to do and invited Denver 
police to come get him. They did. 
He was peacefully arrested by 18 
officers, and brought to trial on May 
15 in the municipal court of Judge 
Robert L. Patterson. 

It was defense attorney Paul 
Grant's voir dire questioning of a 
potential juror who was also a police 
officer that gave the first indication 
of the way things were going to go 
in Judge Patterson's courtroom. 

"I asked her when you 
became a police officer didn't you 
take an oath to protect and defend 
the constitutions of the United 
States and the state of Colorado. 
She said, 'I guess I did; I can't 
remember.' I asked her were you 
ever instructed in those 
constitutional rights, and she said 
no. 

'Then I asked her, if the 
judge were to instruct you that the 
Second Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution guarantees the 
defendant a right to keep and bear 
arms, do you think you could follow 
his instructions?" 

Stanley describes 

"pandemonium" erupting in the 
Denver courtroom halfway through 


his attorney's question, the city 
attorney leaping to his feet to object 
as the judge banged his gavel. 

Dismissing the prospective 
jurors for lunch, Judge Patterson 
began to lecture Grant, instructing 
him, according to both Grant's 
recollection and Stanley's, "I already 
sent you an order in this case. The 
order has been mailed to your 
offices. You are not to mention the 
Constitution during this proceeding. 
Do you understand?" 

Grant replied that he did 

not. 

The defendant and his 
attorney report that the judge said, 
'Then I'll explain it again. You are 
not to reference the Constitution in 
these proceedings. You will not 
address it in voir dire, you will not 
address it in your opening remarks, 
you will not ask any questions about 
the Constitution when you summon 
your witnesses, and you will not talk 
about the Constitution when you 
give your closing arguments. Do 
you understand my instructions?" 

A jury of five women and 
one man - - not including the cop - - 
was finally seated. Grant then 
presented to the judge (he was not 
allowed to make this argument to 
the jury) the affirmative defense that 
both the Second Amendment and 
the Constitution of Colorado, Article 
II, protect the defendant's right to 
keep and bear arms, citing a 
Colorado Supreme Course as a 
controlling precedent. 

But Judge Patterson rejected 
that defense argument along with all 
others, replying (according to Grant, 
Stanley and another witness) that 
precedents of the Colorado Supreme 
Court and even the Constitution of 
Colorado are not applicable in 


Denver, because Denver is a home- 
rule city. 

After closing arguments, 
MIT graduate David Bryant, who 
serves as public information director 
for the Libertarian Party of Colorado 
and also as Stanley's campaign 
treasurer, approached Assistant City 
Attorney Paul Puckett to see if he 
could clarify his understanding of 
Judge Patterson's remarks. 

"As I understand it," Bryant 
recalls saying to Puckett, "Judge 
Patterson just said that because I 
live in Denver, the Bill of Rights and 
the Constitution of Colorado do not 
protect any of my rights from the 
government of Denver. Is that your 
understanding? Is the city 
government free to deny all the 
rights secured to me by the 
Constitution of the United States, 
and the Constitution of Colorado, so 
long as they only do it here, in 
Denver?" 

“Yes," Bryant claims he 
was told by Puckett. "The 
Constitution has no force or effect 
in Denver, because this is a home 
rule city.” 

Reached at his office in 
Denver, Mr. Puckett responds: 
"Unfortunately the judge didn't say 
that, nor did I. Those were the words 
of Mr. Bryant, who reported them in 
his, whatever, on the Internet, not a 
very unbiased observer. 

"What I did tell him in the 
courtroom was that Denver, as a 
home-rule city, has a right to pass 
reasonable regulations on the 
carrying of weapons. That's under 
their home-rule status and the 
constitution of the state of 
Colorado, and I referred him to a 
recent court of appeals case finding 








that ordinance constitutional. But 
no, the rest of it is fiction." 

(Judge Patterson did not 
return my calls.) 

Rick Stanley's jury reached a 
unanimous "guilty" verdict after 
deliberating one hour. Stanley could 
face a $999 fine and up to a year in 
jail at sentencing, now scheduled for 
July 25. Stanley says he'll appeal. 

The statists currently 
running our legal system will insist 
this is the way things are supposed 
to go, of course - if there's any 
constitutional problem with the 
victim disarmament statute it'll be 
decided at the appellate level, years 
from now, assuming Stanley and co¬ 
defendant Philp can afford the tens 
of thousands of dollars necessary to 
get that far. 

But that's pernicious 
nonsense. What other constitutional 
rights could be violated so blatantly, 
and with such impunity? If the 
Denver City Council passed an 
ordinance banning Presbyterian 
sermons within city limits; or free 
speech by anyone but Republicans 
(and then only on Tuesdays from 
noon to 3), would Judge Patterson 
sit there and simper, "I have no 
choice but to enforce the law as 
written. The defendant was clearly 
caught conducting a Presbyterian 
religious service within the city 
limits"? 

I don't think so. I think it's 
just our gun rights. 

To contribute to the appeals 
fund, send checks to attorney Paul 
Grant "for the defense of Rick 
Stanley and Duncan Philp" at 6426 S. 
Quebec St., Englewood, Colo. 
80111. -- Las Vegas Review- 

Journal, June 23,2002 

“Friends" in High Places 

By Brian Puckett 

The unconstitutional law 
banning import and manufacture of 
certain militia rifles (so-called 
"assault weapons") and magazines 
holding over 10 cartridges, passed 
by the Democrats and Republicans 
in 1994, will expire in 2004. 

Incredibly, Pres. George W. 
Bush says he is in favor of 
continuing the ban, and incredibly, 
Attorney General John Ashcroft says 
he will enforce this unconstitutional 
law. 

It was GUN OWNERS who put 
Mr. Bush in office, and he is 


stabbing them in the back with his 
support of the '94 militia 
rifle/magazine ban. I doubt the 
current NRA management will 
raise an outcry over this betrayal, 
seeing that they have taken that 
organization from trying to 
prevent or repeal unconstitutional 
gun laws to calling for their strict 
enforcement, thereby joining 
hands with Handgun Control 
Incorporated, or whatever they're 
called this week. 

Gun owners absolutely must 
grasp the political reality that 
allowing the government to get away 
with dictating the features of SOME 
guns sets the judicial, legislative, 
and psychological precedent for 
allowing them to dictate the features 
of ALL guns. 

The semi-automatic rifles 
currently banned by the federal 
government are no different in basic 
form and function from all other 
semi-automatic rifles. 

So if these banned semi¬ 
automatic rifles are bad for society 
(as the ban clearly implies), then 
wouldn't it be best if all semi¬ 
automatic and/or high-capacity 
rifles and shotguns were banned? 

Think it can't happen? Ask 
gun owners in Australia, where they 
can't even own a pump shotgun 
these days. It happened. 

The Democrats are pushing 
to ban .50 BMG caliber rifles, which 
have been legal to own and shoot 
for about 80 years. You don't care? 
You will care when precisely the 
same rationale for banning it (too 
big, too powerful, no one real needs 
a caliber/cartridge/bullet that big) is 
used to ban all .50+ caliber 
cartridges and bullets, including 
black powder. You will care when 
precisely the same rationale is 
extended to ban your .458 
Winchester Magnum, and then your 
.375 Weatherby Magnum, and then 
your .30-'06. 

Think it can't happen? Take 
a look at wretched England. It 
happened. 

And the ban on normal 
capacity magazines? If magazines 
holding 11 rounds are bad for 
society (as the ban clearly implies) 
then wouldn't it be better if we 
reduced the capacity to 5 rounds 
instead of 10? 

Just a reminder: George 
Bush thinks the ban's a good idea. 
John Ashcroft says fine, he'll enforce 


that ban. So much for the 
Constitution as the "supreme law of 
the land," so much for the Second 
Amendment, so much for 
"infringed". 

We must start right now in 
pressuring Bush to let that 1994 ban 
on our rights DIE, and we must keep 
up the pressure. We must let Bush 
know that if he and the Republicans 
don't support our rights we will vote 
for a third party. 

The reason the Republican 
party folds on principle after 
principle, becoming the "Democrat 
Lite" party, is because you kept 
voting for them even when they 
worked against you. If we had 
stopped doing that ten or fifteen 
years ago, the Republican party 
would be working for you, instead of 
letting you know the terms of their 
latest sellout. Let's not keep 
repeating this same mistake, hoping 
for a different result. 

You must act, not complain 
to your friends. Put the pressure on 
Bush and Ashcroft, starting right 
now and keep it up during the 
coming months -- regarding the 
insulting, outrageous 1994 
government ban on militia rifles, on 
ergonomic features such as flash 
hiders and pistol grips, and on 
normal- capacity magazines. 

Here's your starter kit. Don't 
use this information once and forget 
it. 

Write it on a piece of paper, 
keep it visibly posted, and use it 
repeatedly [starting today by 
contacting Mr. Bush now and] 
throughout 2004 when he wants us 
gun owners to put him back in the 
White House. 

Email: President George W. 
Bush: president@whitehouse.gov 

Write: President George W. 

Bush 

1600 Pennsylvania Ave. 

Washington, DC 20500 

To email your congressman 
or senator, use this link: 

https://www. keepandbearar 
ms.com/ information/capitolwiz/ 

If you want another look at 
this situation, read "We May literally 
Have to Fight". 

-- Brian Puckett currently 
serves as president of Citizens Of 
America, which is running a national 
pro-gun rights advertising campaign 
supported by people like YOU. Go 
to: http:/ www.citizensofamerica.org 


t .. 

In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, 
however, the timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 












Gun Deaths Decline in 
1990s 

By Erin McClam 

ATLANTA (AP) - Gun deaths in the 
United States dropped more than 25 
percent during the mid- 1990s to the 
lowest level since 1966, the 
government said. 

Analysts at the Centers for 
Disease Control credited stricter 
sentencing in some areas, new laws 
that make it more difficult for 
criminals to get guns, the waning 
crack trade and low unemployment 
because of the booming economy. 

The CDC reported 30,708 
gun-related deaths - 11.4 per 

100,000 people - in 1998, the latest 
year for which statistics are 
available. The rate is down 26 
percent from 1993, when there were 
15.4 deaths per 100,000 people. 

Gun-related injuries fell by 
nearly half during the same five- 
year period, dropping to 64,484 in 
1998, or 23.9 per 100,000 people. 

Guns remain the second 
leading cause of injury-related 
deaths in the United States, trailing 
only auto accidents. 

The drop during the 1990s 
coincides with a fall in homicides to 
levels not seen in three decades. The 
new figures, however, show that gun 
injuries declined across all three 
categories of intent - assault, 
accidental and intentional self¬ 
infliction. 

The National Rifle 
Association said the lower death 
rates are evidence that gun-safety 
programs are reaching Americans 
and that gun laws aimed at keeping 
firearms out of the hands of 
criminals are helping. 

Gun-control advocates 
called for tighter restrictions on 
firearm sales and more money for 
law enforcement. 

"When we have 30,000 
deaths a year, that's too many, 1 " said 
Soledad Roybal, a spokeswoman for 
the Center to Prevent Handgun 
Violence. 'There need to be real, 
comprehensive laws, not just laws 
that are there as a show.’" 

Of particular concern, the 
CDC said, is the striking rate of gun 
suicides among elderly men - an 
average of 27.7 per 100,000 people 
during the five-year period. The rate 
was just 1.8 per 100,000 for women 
over age 65. 

The problem is likely to get 
worse as the population ages, 
analysts said. 


Men were victims of five of 
every six gun deaths and seven of 
every eight gun-related injuries 
during the five- year period. 

The CDC report excluded 
air-powered pellet guns. The 
numbers were collected from 
emergency rooms and death 
certificates in all 50 states and the 
District of Columbia. State-by-state 
numbers were not released. 

"Knife control laws to be 
tightened" 

The Irish Independent 
reports that Health and Children 
Committee chairman Batt O'Keeffe 
"claimed that while Irish gun- 
controls are amongst the best in the 
world, there is an alarming disparity 
of control for weapons such as 
knives and swords." 

"Concern has mounted over 
recent months at the spiral in violent 
crime," with Ireland's thugs preying 
on an unarmed populace like cats 
among pigeons. 

O'Keeffe's answer: Crack 
down even further by tightening 
controls under the 11-year-old 
Offensive Weapons Act and 
compiling a national register of 
knives and swords "capable of 
inflicting serious harm." 

'The 1990 act does contain 
controls for knives, but I believe 
these are inadequate to deal with 
the scale of the problem," he fretted. 

- - August 7, 2001 

Scholar warns West of 
Muslim goals 

By Uwe Siemon- Netto, UPI Religion 
Correspondent 

WASHINGTON, June 18 (UPI) -- A 
leader of the small worldwide 
Muslim reform movement has 
warned the West against wishful 
thinking as the U.S. government 
promotes an intensive dialogue with 
Islam. 

'The dialogue is not 
proceeding well because of the two- 
facedness of most Muslim 
interlocutors on the one hand and 
the gullibility of well-meaning 
Western idealists on the other," said 
Bassam Tibi. 

Syrian- born Tibi, who claims 
to be a direct descendant of the 
prophet Mohammed and teaches 
political science at Goettingen 
University in Germany, appealed for 
intellectual honesty between both 
parties in these exchanges. 


"First, both sides should 
acknowledge candidly that although 
they might use identical terms these 
mean different things to each of 
them. The word 'peace,' for 
example, implies to a Muslim the 
extension of the Dar al-Islam -- or 
'House of Islam' -- to the entire 
world," explained Tibi, who is also a 
research scholar at Harvard 
University. 

'This is completely different 
from the Enlightenment concept of 
eternal peace that dominates 
Western thought, a concept 
developed by (18th-century 
philosopher) Immanuel Kant." 

"Similarly, when Muslims 
and the Western heirs of the 
Enlightenment speak of tolerance 
they have different things in mind. 
In Islamic terminology, this term 
implies abiding non-Islamic 
monotheists, such as Christians, 
Jews and Zoroastrians, as second- 
class believers. They are 'dhimmi,' a 
protected but politically immature 
minority." 

According to Tibi, the quest 
of converting the entire world to 
Islam is an immutable fixture of the 
Muslim worldview. Only if this task 
is accomplished -- if the world has 
become a "Dar al-Islam" -- will it 
also be a "Dar a-Salam," or a house 
of peace. 

Tibi appealed to his co¬ 
religionists to "revise their 
understanding of peace and 
tolerance by accepting pluralism." 
Furthermore, he said, Muslim 
leaders should give up the notion of 
Jihad in the sense of conquest -- as 
opposed to Jihad as an internal 
struggle of the individual. 

In an article in the 
prestigious Hamburg weekly, Die 
Zeit, Tibi, gave anecdotal evidence 
of how daunting a task this dialogue 
with Islam can be. 

The bishop of Hildesheim in 
Germany paid an imam a courtesy 
visit in his mosque. The imam 
handed the Catholic prelate a Koran, 
which he joyfully accepted. But 
when the bishop tried to present the 
imam with a Bible, the Muslim cleric 
just stared at him in horror and 
refused to even touch Christianity's 
holy book. 

'The bishop was irritated 
because he perceived this behavior 
as a gross discourtesy," wrote Tibi, 
"but the imam had only acted 
according to his faith. For if an 
imam gives a bishop a Koran, he 




considers this a Da'Wa, or call to 
Islam." 

This, explained Tibi, must 
be borne in mind when one engages 
in a dialogue with Muslim scholars, 
for it corresponds to a verse in the 
Koran: "And say ... to those who are 
unlearned: 'Do ye submit 

yourselves?'" (Surah 3:20). 

Ed.: the West faced a similar 
problem with communist 
terminology that defined peace not 
as the absence of war but as the 
absolute rule of universal 
Communism. 

Participating with pagans 

By Hal Lindsey 

Rev. David Benke was 
suspended by the Lutheran Church- 
Missouri Synod for participating in 
an interfaith service for the families 
of those killed in the Sept. 11 
attacks. 

On Sept. 23, he shared the 
stage with a Muslim imam, a rabbi, 
Cardinal Edward M. Egan, and Sikh 
and Hindu holy men. Pastor Benke 
has appealed the ruling. If he loses 
his appeal, he will be ousted from 
ministry. 

In explaining the 
suspension, Rev. Wallace Schulz 
said, 'To participate with pagans in 
an interfaith service and, 
additionally, to give the impression 
that there might be more than one 
God, is an extremely serious 
offense." 

I harbor no ill will for Rev. 
Benke. But guess what? Christianity, 
of which the Lutheran Church is a 
part, says there is only one God. And 
if there is only one God, He can't be 
Allah, Buddha and a whole bunch of 
different Indian gods all at once. 

The God of the Bible cannot 
be the god of Islam. The God of the 
Bible is Yaweh, Jehovah, I AM, The 
Lord. He is not Allah. Allah says the 
Jews are unbelievers who "act 
extravagantly in the land." 

The Koran says that the Jews 
changed their Scriptures to steal the 
Abrahamic Covenant so that the 
blessing would flow through Isaac, 
rather than Ishmael. 

For that, Jews are deserving 
of disgrace in this world and they 
should be "murdered or crucified or 
their hands or their feet should be 
cut off on opposite sides or they 
should be imprisoned" unless they 
repent and submit to Allah. (Surah 
5:32-34) 

The God of the Bible is a 
very different sort of Person. 


Although an exasperated Allah 
would break the covenant he says he 
made with the Jews [Surah 2:83] the 
equally exasperated God of the Bible 
says, "I am Jehovah, I change not. 
Because of this, you sons of Jacob 
are not destroyed." (Malachi 3:6) 

Just in case there are those 
who say, "But that is part of the Old 
Testament, which the Jews 
perverted," Jesus also said, "I am the 
God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, 
and the God of Jacob. God is not the 
God of the dead, but of the living." 
(Matthew 22:32) 

Since Allah is different than 
God, and God does not change, 
[from verse to verse as Allah does 
from Surah to Surah] Allah and God 
are not the same. There will be 
people who will e-mail me to 
complain that taking such a 
theological position is "exclusionary" 
or "unfair" or even "arrogant." 

OK. I'm not defining your 
god. I'm defining mine. And my God 
isn't the same as your god. You can 
make your god the same as anyone 
else's god you choose. Just don't 
require me to worship it or say it's 
the same as mine. 

Similar demands were made 
of Shadrach, Meshech and Abednego 
by Nebuchadnezzar of Babylon. 
Rather than "participate with 
pagans," they chose death by fire, 
according to the prophet Daniel 
(Daniel 3:12-26). 

From the perspective of 
Christianity, taking part in a service 
that worships any other god than 
the revealed God of the Bible is, by 
definition, "participating with 
pagans." 

The true God will never be 
politically correct in the view of 
today's "One Worldism" philosophy. 

So He cannot be the source 
of Islam. Or Hinduism. Or Buddhism. 
Despite the Administration's post 9- 
11 love-test with Allah. 

If we are in the prophetic 
era I believe we are in, those who 
stand for the Truth of God will soon 
face extreme persecution. 

--July 10, 2002 

WorldNetDaily.com 

Another Pedophile Scandal 

By Reed Irvine and Cliff Kincaid 
Media coverage continues of 
pedophile allegations and cover-ups 
by Catholic priests and bishops. But 
what if the founder of a major 
religion was a pedophile? Baptist 
preacher Jerry Vines, a former 
president of the Southern Baptist 


Convention, ignited a firestorm in 
the media with his claim that, "Islam 
was founded by Muhammad, a 
demon-possessed pedophile who 
had 12 wives, the last one of which 
was a 9-year-old girl." American 
Muslim groups have cried foul, and 
the Anti-Defamation League, a 
Jewish group, issued a protest. 
Commentator William Rivers Pitt has 
said, "Imagine if someone called 
Jesus Christ a 'demon- possessed' 
individual who consorted with 
known whores." 

At the very end of a long 
story about this controversy, the 
Washington Post noted that an 
Islamic holy book says that, 'The 
Prophet [Muhammad] married 
[Aisha] when she was six years old 
and he consummated his marriage 
when she was nine years old." The 
literal words say that he had sex 
with a nine year old girl. The Post 
quoted Ibrahim Hooper, spokesman 
for the Council on American- Islamic 
Relations, as saying that many 
Islamic scholars interpret that 
passage to mean Aisha was 16 when 
she was betrothed to Muhammad 
and 19 when they wed. 

By contrast, Myles Kantor, a 
columnist for Frontpage Magazine, 
says that Vines' description "is 
theologically and historically 
grounded." Regarding the charge of 
pedophilia, he said, "one of 
Muhammad's wives was betrothed 
to him at six years old. The marriage 
was consummated when she was 
nine. Enough said." 

"We don't understand why 
[Muhammad's marriage to a 9 year 
old] is a controversy," Dr. Ergun 
Caner told the Dallas Morning News. 
He claimed the statement is "in 
Islam's teaching - something we 
were taught as children." Dr. Caner, 
who was born a Muslim, is the co¬ 
author of the book, Unveiling Islam: 
An Insider's Look at Muslim Life and 
Beliefs. On CNN's Crossfire, Tucker 
Carlson asked Hussein Ibish of the 
American-Arab Anti- Discrimination 
Committee, "Did Muhammad have a 
nine-year-old wife?" Ibish replied, "I 
have no idea and neither does 
anybody else. To be honest with 
you, that happened 1,500 years ago. 
Much of this is mythological ...It's 
not the point." Carlson asked, "Do 
Muslim scholars believe it to be 
true?" Ibish replied, "Actually, I have 
no idea about whom the prophet 
married, and when, and why -- and 
it doesn't matter. The point is that 
this is part and parcel of a 




generalized attack on Islam and 
Muslims...." 

It may be part of an attack 
on Muslims but that begs the 
question of whether the statement is 
true or not. If the Catholics should 
be held accountable for pedophiles 
in their midst, the Muslims should 
too, even if it is their founder. 

UN J udicial Arrogance 

The United Nations War 
Crimes Tribunal for Yugoslavia ruled 
on June 7 that retired Washington 
Post reporter Jonathan C. Randal 
must testify concerning allegations 
of Serb atrocities in Bosnia. In May 
French bailiffs, under directives from 
the tribunal, subpoenaed Randal, 
who is now living in Paris. Lawyers 
for the Post sought to block the 
subpoena, arguing that journalists 
as a whole would be put at risk if 
tyrants viewed them as future 
prosecution witnesses. 

The tribunal dismissed the 
Post’s arguments and announced 
that the court is “not bound by the 
laws and judicial pronouncements 
of any state.” 

That is precisely the point 
The New American has repeatedly 
made: The UN tribunals for 
Rwanda and Yugoslavia have 
demonstrated again and again 
that they are completely lawless, 
tyrannical institutions, making up 
“international law” as they go 
along, totally disregarding 
Western legal norms and US. 
constitutional principles. These 
courts, situated at The Hague, are 
now being joined by the 
International Criminal Court, 
which opens its doors July 1. The 
ICC claims far greater powers and 
jurisdiction than the Rwanda and 
Yugoslavia tribunals and can be 
expected to rapidly take judicial 
despotism to new global levels. 

-The New American, July 15, 2002 

Limited Diversity 

Cun Week reports that the 
Montclair, New Jersey, school board 
appears to be clinging to the legally 
ridiculous position that its schools 
can distribute political rally flyers 
from anti-rights groups such as the 
"Million" Mom March while refusing 
to allow the distribution of flyers 
from pro-rights groups such as 
Moms for Gun Safety. 

The New Jersey ACLU 
(www.anirpc.org/ montclair.htm) 
says, 'This is a typical situation 


where a school has created a forum 
for speech, and then discriminated 
based on the content of the speech." 

The very first word on the 
website of the Montclair Board of 
Education (www.montclair.kl2.ni.us ) 
is "diversity," but apparently the 
celebration of diversity does not go 
so far as to allow intellectual 
diversity. 

High court ruling limits 
police on car searches but 
retains roadblocks 

By Robert Schwaneberg 

In a decision aimed at 
preventing "fishing expeditions" that 
breed racial profiling, the state 
Supreme Court ruled that police 
must reasonably suspect criminal 
activity before they may ask to 
search a vehicle they have stopped 
for a traffic violation. 

In its 5-0 ruling, the court 
concluded that the state constitution 
protects motorists from being 
routinely asked to allow their 
vehicles to be searched for drugs or 
other contraband -- a protection 
issued by courts in just two other 
states. The U.S. Constitution allows 
such "consent searches." 

Justice James Coleman said 
motorists need such constitutional 
protection because of "widespread 
abuses" of consent searches by 
police and the state's 1999 
admission that troopers had stopped 
and searched motorists based on 
the color of their skin. The decision 
upholds a June 2000 appeals court 
ruling. 

"We hold that, in order for a 
consent to search a motor vehicle 
and its occupants to be valid, law 
enforcement personnel must have a 
reasonable and articulable suspicion 
of criminal wrongdoing prior to 
seeking consent to search a lawfully 
stopped motor vehicle," Coleman 
wrote. 

Such a rule, he said, will 
prevent police from "turning routine 
traffic stops into a fishing 
expedition for criminal activity 
unrelated to the lawful stop." 

The ruling, however, was 
mindful of the heightened concern 
for national security in the wake of 
the Sept. 11 terror attacks. The 
court stressed that its ruling applies 
only to traffic stops of individual 
motorists, and not to traffic 
checkpoints or roadblocks. 

- Star-Ledger, March 5, 2002 


The truth about Militias 

By William Cooper, and Betty 
Schier, with quotes from Jon Roland 

VERITAS News Service, 
Exclusive -- Words have meaning. 
There is a process we may use to 
determine the specific meaning of 
the word Militia both in the 
language and under the law. The 
1971 edition of The Compact Edition 
of the Oxford English Dictionary 
defines: 

Militia - 1. A system of 
military discipline, organization, and 
tactics; manner of conducting 
warfare; the arts of war. 2. The 
control and administration of the 
military and naval forces of a 
country. 3. A military force esp. the 
body of soldiers in the service of a 
sovereign or a state; in later use 
employed in more restricted sense 
to denote a "citizen army" as 
distinguished from a body of 
mercenaries or professional soldiers. 
4.b. U.S. "The whole body of men 
declared by law amendable to 
military service, without 
enlistment, whether armed and 
drilled or not.” 

You will note in the 
following definition that the Militia 
is not subordinate to the state or 
any other body. The body of 
citizens constitutes the body of 
authority to which the Militia 
answers. 

Militia - The body of citizens in 
a state, enrolled for discipline as a 
military force, but not engaged in 
actual service except in 
emergencies, as distinguished from 
regular troops, or a standing army. 
--State v. Dawson, 272 N.C. 535, 
159 S.E.2d 1, 9 

Militiaman - Comprehends 
every temporary citizen-soldier who 
in time of war or emergency enters 
active military service of the country. 
- - Critchlow v. Monson, 102 Utah 
378 131 P.2d 794, 798 

Our Founding Fathers frequently 
discussed the meaning and purpose 
of the Militia. I suggest you read the 
Federalist Papers, No. 24 through 
34. You will find a complete 
argument for the Militia as a 
"citizens army" consisting of "the 
whole of the people," designed to 
allay the public fears of a despotic 
central government. 

"If the representatives of the 
people betray their constituents, 
there is then no resource left but in 
the exertion of that original right of 
self-defense which is paramount to 
all positive forms of government."... 





-- Federalist Papers, No. 28, Section 
8 

Letters 

Dear Command, 

As a morale booster I've 
decided to play Taps each evening 
after sundown, loud enough for my 
immediate neighbors to hear. 

It would be heart warming 
for me to hear someone else 
blowing Taps, from a town or 
neighborhood next to me. And I can 
imagine the day, no matter where in 
the country one may be, a patriot is 
sounding Taps at the end of the day. 

If you agree with me, please 
pass this up and down the line. The 
tune, and a history of taps can be 
downloaded from: 

www.arlingtoncemetery.com/ taps.ht 
m 

D.G. from NJ 

* * * 

Thank you very much for the 
newsletter you had sent us. 

They are bringing their 
nonsense down rapidly now! 

With Charlie and Mark and 
Bob Stewart as well as several others 
we can see the writing on the wall. 

Thanks again! 

We Shall Prevail! 

B.C. 

* * * 

Hello, 

I just read Article 1, Section 
1 of the NJ Constitution carefully 
and realized it's what I've been 
"preaching". It's better than the 
Declaration of Independence. The D 
of I proclaims our Right to life, 
liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. 

I saw a cartoon once. A Blue 
Bludgeon ("mindless instrument of 
force”) is beating someone, telling 
him "We don't mind your pursuing 
happiness, but we don't want you 
experiencing it." Art. 1, Sect.l 
spells out our Right to obtain safety 
and happiness though there's no 
guarantee we'll find it. 


I'm attending a local 
Citizen's Police Academy. (Who let 
him in? Hey, I'm "passing.") 
Looking forward to exposing them 
to a "responsible opposing view." I 
read Article 1 Section 1 to them and 
will use it again. 

To Mark Gregory Koernke: 
what does GDW! mean? And how are 
we supposed to know? Don't use 
abbreviations unless you first 
explain them, and don't assume 
everyone will think your darling is 
clever. If it is it will become popular 
as "pig" did. The publishers of the 
Spotlight thought "mattoid" was 
clever but nobody else did. 

Just spell out all 
abbreviations in the future. They're 
abbreviations, not acronyms, unless 
they're pronounceable. 

W.W. 

Ed.: Check out Article 1, 
Section 1 for yourself. It's on page 1 
of every issue. 

* * * 

Dear NJM, 

How's this article for 
totalitarian control over the most 
minute and personal areas of our 
lives? 

WII we next have to keep a 
log of bathroom visits, to 
demonstrate a lack of suspicious 
prostate activity? 

Yours for freedom 

A.G.L. 

Ed.: Here's AGL's article: 

Physicians Must Report 

Impaired Drivers 

Physicians have a duty to 
report in writing to the Pennsylvania 
Department of Transportation within 
10 days of examination the name, 
date of birth and address of every 
person over 15 years of age 
diagnosed with any of the following 
[12] disorders and disabilities that 
affect driving ability: 


• Corrected vision of less than 
20/40 

• Seizure 

• Unstable or brittle diabetes 
or hypoglycemia etc 

• Any other condition which, 
in provider's opinion, is 
likely to impair the ability to 
control and safely operate a 
motor vehicle 

Persons and agencies are 
immune from civil and criminal 
liability for providing information 
required under this system. 
Physicians could be convicted of a 
summary criminal offense for failing 
to file a report that could have 
prevented an accident caused by the 
patient. 

PENNDOT uses the reports 
solely to determine driving 
qualifications and must treat each 
report confidentially. 
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